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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) E3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
aM AN b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. : . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the .International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Pa Per No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 2/04,9/04 . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 06242007 



Application/Control Number: 10/780,746 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2621 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8-10, 12-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Buzuloiu et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/0159630). 

3. Consider claim 1 . Buzuloiu et al. teaches a data reproducing apparatus 
comprising: a buffer memory which stores digital data of a reproduction object (fig. 1 , 
10); a storage unit which stores data for determining to determining a reproduction 
prohibition object data pattern (fig. 1 , 26); a determining unit which uses the data for 
determining to determine whether or not the digital data stored in the buffer memory 
includes the reproduction prohibition object data pattern; and a control unit which 
processes data corresponding to the reproduction prohibition object data pattern in 
accordance with a determining result of the determining unit and executes reproduction 
processing of the digital data except for the reproduction prohibition object data pattern 
(pg. 2, paras. 0031-0033; fig. 1). 

4. Consider claim 2. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , wherein the data for determining includes a data pattern for 
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determining to identify the reproduction prohibition object data pattern, and the 
determining unit compares an object data pattern prepared from the digital data with the 
data pattern for determining, and determines that the object data pattern is the 
reproduction prohibition object data pattern, when the object data pattern is identical or 
similar to the data pattern for determining (pg. 2, paras. 0032-0033; figs. 1 and 2). 

5. Consider claim 3. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , further comprising: a unit which prepares an object data pattern 
from the digital data, wherein the determining unit compares the object data pattern with 
the data pattern for determining included in the data for determining, and determines 
that the object data pattern is the reproduction prohibition object data pattern, when the 
object data pattern is identical or similar to the data pattern for determining (pg. 2, 
paras. 0032-0033; figs. 1 and 2). 

6. Consider claim 5. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , further comprising: a unit which prepares an object data pattern 
which is a shape image data pattern constituted of contours from the digital data, 
wherein the storage unit stores the data for determining including a data pattern for 
determining to identify an image data pattern as the reproduction prohibition object data 
pattern, and the determining unit compares the object data pattern with the data pattern 
for determining, and determines that the object data pattern is the reproduction 
prohibition object data pattern, when the object data pattern is identical or similar to the 
data pattern for determining (pg. 2, para. 0033; fig. 1). 
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7. Consider claim 6. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein the control unit executes processing to remove data 
corresponding to the reproduction prohibition object data pattern from the digital data 
(pg. 6, para. 0057). 

8. Consider claim 8. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1, further comprising: a unit which detects a candidate data pattern 
constituting a candidate of a reproduction prohibition object including some of 
reproduction prohibition conditions from the digital data, wherein the determining unit 
determines whether or not the candidate data pattern is the reproduction prohibition 
object data pattern based on the reproduction prohibition conditions included in the data 
for determining (fig. 4, 133). 

9. Consider claim 9. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1, further comprising: a unit which detects a candidate data pattern 
constituting a candidate of a reproduction prohibition object including some of 
reproduction prohibition conditions from the digital data, wherein the determining unit 
determines whether or not the candidate data pattern is identical or similar to the 
reproduction prohibition object data pattern set beforehand based on the reproduction 
prohibition conditions included in the data for determining (fig. 1). 

10. Consider claim 10. Buzuloiu et al. teaches the data reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 1, further comprising: a unit which converts the digital data 
reproduced/processed by the control unit to a reproducing signal to reproduce/output 
the signal on a display screen of a display device (fig. 1 , 36). 
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1 1 . Consider claim 1 3. Buzuloiu et al. teaches^method according to claim 1 2, 
wherein the preparing comprises: preparing the object data pattern which is a shape 
image data pattern constituted of contours from the digital data (pgs. 2-3, para. 0034). 

12. Claims 12, 14, and 16 are rejected using similar reasoning as the corresponding 
claims above. 

v. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

15. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over applicant 
Buzuloiu et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/0159630) in view of Guimareas et al. ("A Method for 
Cut Detection Based on Visual Rhythm"). 
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16. Consider claim 4. Buzuloiu et al. teaches all the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except wherein the storage unit stores the data for determining capable of 
identifying any of an image data pattern, a character string data pattern, and a pattern 
for detection of flash video as the reproduction prohibition object data pattern. 

However, Guimareas et al. discloses a storage unit stores the data for 
determining capable of identifying any of an image data pattern, a character string data 
pattern, and a pattern for detection of flash video as the reproduction prohibition object 
data pattern (pg. 300, section 5 - pg. 301, section 5.1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to store the data for determining capable of 
identifying any of an image data pattern, a character string data pattern, and a pattern 
for detection of flash video as the reproduction prohibition object data pattern, in order 
to be able to better define the dissimilarity measure. 

17. Claims 7 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Buzuloiu et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/0159630) in view of Ford (US Pat. No. 6,519,770). 

18. Consider claim 7. Buzuloiu et al. teaches all the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except wherein the control unit executes processing to change data 
corresponding to the reproduction prohibition object data pattern to another data 
pattern. 
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However, Ford teaches a control unit executes processing to change data 
corresponding to the reproduction prohibition object data pattern to another data pattern 
(abstract, col. 4, lines 14-24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made to use, to change data corresponding to the reproduction 
prohibition object data pattern to another data pattern, in order to selectively filter our 
potentially objectionable events. 

19. Claim 15 is rejected using similar reasoning as the corresponding claim above. 

20. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Buzuloiu et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/0159630) in view of Official Notice. 

21 . Consider claim 1 1 . Buzuloiu et al. teaches all the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except a disk drive in which the digital data input from the outside is stored. 

The examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to provide a disk 
drive to store data input from the outside, in order to give the user the ability to read 
from and write to a disk. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mishawn N. Dunn whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Mishawn Dunn 
June 24, 2007 




